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REMARKS 

Claims 15, 17-31, 33 are pending in the present application. Claims 15. 17, 18, 21. 30 and 33 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 4,023,071, issued 
to Fussell in view of U.S. Patent No. 2,143,992, issued to Maurer and Applicant Admitted Prior Art 
(AAPA). Claims 20 and 31 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA and U.S. Patent No. 4,683,514, issued to Cook. Claim 19 was 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA and 
U.S. Patent No. 5,272,588, issued to Motoori. Claims 22-25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA, Motoori and U.S. Patent No. 
3,878,423, issued to Hill et al. Claims 26 and 27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA and U.S. Patent No. 5,754,385 issued to 
AJtmaler. Claim 28 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fussell in 
view of Maurer, AAPA and U.S. Patent No. 4,613,732 issued to Cwirzen et al. Claim 29 was 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA, 
Cwirzen et al. and U.S. Patent No. 2,664,5 1 8 issued to Eidridge et al. 

The claims have been amended. Claims 26-29 have been canceled. New claims 34-36 have 
been added. Reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

Amendments to the indepen dent claims 

Independent chums 15 and 30 have now been amended. Independent claim 15 now recites 
"the first and second ignition aids being connected to each other via an ignition connection" and 
"upon an ignition of the first ignition aid, the first ignition aid is configured to cause the second 
ignition aid to ignite via the ignition connection." Independent claim 30 now recites the "second 
ignition aid connected to the first ignition aid via an ignition connection" and "upon an ignition of 
the first ignition aid, igniting the second ignition aid via the ignition connection." Support for the 
amendments may be found, for example, at paragraphs 0027 and 0029 of the present specification, 
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and Fig. 2. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 15, 17, 18, 21, 30 and 33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 4,023,071 , issued to Fussell in view of U.S. Patent No. 
2,143,992, issued to Maurer and Applicant. Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). Claims 20 and 31 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA and 
U.S. Patent No. 4,683,5 14, issued to Cook. Claim 19 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA and U.S. Patent No. 5,272,588, issued to 
Motoori. Claims 22-25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fussell in 
view of Maurer, AAPA, Motoori and U.S. Patent No. 3,878,423, issued to Hill et al. Claims 26 and 
27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, 
AAPA and U.S. Patent No. 5,754,385 issued to Altmaler. Claim 28 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA and U.S. Patent No. 
4,613,732 issued to Cwirzen et al. Claim 29 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fussell in view of Maurer, AAPA, Cwirzen et al. and U.S. Patent No. 2,664,518 
issued to Eldridge et al. 

Maurer describes an electrical protective system in which elements E connected to 
respective rail tracks T are immersed in respective mercury pools. Upon ignition of any of the 
elements E, all of the tracks will be short-circuited to ground as a result of the ionization of the 
mercury produced by the ignition of the one elements E. See page 2, col. 1 , line 56, through col. 2, 
line 5, and Fig. 6. 

Independent claims 15 and 30 of the present application, as amended, recite first and second 
ignition aids connected to each other "via an ignition connection" and further respectively recite 
"upon an ignition of the first ignition aid, the first ignition aid is configured to cause the second 
ignition aid to ignite via the ignition connection" (claim 15) and "upon an ignition of the first 
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ignition aid, igniting the second ignition aid via the ignition connection" (claim 30). It is 
respectfully submitted that none of Fussell, Maurer or AAPA teaches or suggest the above-recited 
features of claims 1 5 and 30. In contrast, the rail tracks of Maurer are shorted to ground by action of 
the ionization of a mercury pool. See Maurer, page 2, col. 1 , line 56, through col. 2, line 5. and Fig. 
6. Ignition of a second ignition aid upon ignition of a first ignition aid does not occur via an ignition 
connection between the ignition aids, as recited. Nor does AAPA teach or suggest these recited 
features. Regarding Fussell, this reference does not disclose ignition aids at all. Because none of 
Fussell, Maurer or AAPA teaches or suggests the above-recited features of independent claims 15 
and 30, a combination of these references, to the extent proper, could not render these claims or 
their respective dependent claims obvious. Nor does any of Motoori, Hill et al., Altmaler et al., 
Cwirzen et al. or Eldridge ct al. teach or suggest the above-recited features missing from a Fussell, 
Maurer and AAPA. Therefore, a combination of one or more of these references with Fussell, 
Maurer and AAPA, to the extent proper, could not render any of the claims unpatentable. 

Withdrawal of the respective rejections of claims 15-33 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on 
respective combinations of Fussell, Maurer, AAPA, Motoori, Hill et al., Altmaler et al, Cwirzen et 
al and Eldridge et al. is respectfully requested. 

New claims 

New claims 34-36 have been added. Support for new claims 34-36 may be found, for 
example, in paragraph 0030 of the present specification and Fig. 3. It is respectfully submitted that 
new claims 34-36 are patentable over the cited references. 
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CONCLUSION 

It is respectfully submitted that the application is now in condition for allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 
DARBY & DARBY, P. C. 

Dated: January 8, 2007 Respectfully submirtetL^v 

By tt- ^ -j^Z/V^w 
Erik R. Swanson 

Registration No.: 40,833 
DARBY & DARBY P.C. 
P.O. Box 5257 

New York, New York 10150-5257 
(212) 527-7700 
(212) 527-7701 (Fax) 
Attorneys/Agents For Applicants 
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